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DOES         NOT         IN        ANY         WAY        AFFECT        MY         ARGUMENT.
HAD GOVERNMENT RESENTED ATTITUDE IT WAS OPEN TO THEM NOT TO SEND ME TO LONDON. ON THE CONTRARY         MY          DEPARTURE         HAD         HIS EXCELLENCY'S
BLESSINGS. NOR IS IT FAIR OR CORRECT TO SUGGEST THAT I HAVE         EVER ADVANCED THE CLAIM THAT
ANY POLICY OF GOVERNMENT SHOULD BE DEPENDENT ON MY JUDGMENT. BUT         I DO SUBMIT THAT ANY
POPULAR          AND          CONSTITUTIONAL          GOVERNMENT          WOULD
ALWAYS           WELCOME           AND          SYMPATHETICALLY          CONSIDER
SUGGESTIONS MADE BY PUBLIC BODIES AND THEIR REPRESENTATIVES AND ASSIST THEM WITH ALL AVAILABLE INFORMATION ABOUT THEIR ACTS OR ORDINANCES OF WHICH PUBLIC OPINION MAY DISAPPROVE. I         CLAIM
THAT MY MESSAGES HAVE NO OTHER MEANING THAN WHAT          IS SUGGESTED          IN LAST PARAGRAPH,           TIME
ALONE         WELL         SHOW         WHOSE    POSITION         WAS          JUSTIFIED,
MEANWHILE         I        WISH         TO         ASSURE         GOVERNMENT        THAT
EVERY ENDEAVOUR WILL BE MADE ON PART OF CONGRESS TO GARRY ON STRUGGLE WITHOUT MALICE AND IN STRICTLY         NON-VIOLENT MANNER.            IT WAS
HARDLY        NECESSARY         TO       REMIND         ME        THAT         CONGRESS
AND I, ITS HUMBLE REPRESENTATIVE, ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL THE         CONSEQUENCES OF OUR ACTIONS.
India in 1931-32; also Tomg India, 7-1-1932
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DEEPLY      GRATEFUL      YOUR      CABLE.     SENT       FULL      CABLE ADDRESSED         TOM         WILLIAMS.           RECEIVED           MIDNIGHT
[REPLY]     FROM    GOVERNMENT     FINALLY    CLOSING    THE    DOOR
UPON         THE          REQUEST          FOR             INTERVIEW           AND           ALL
NEGOTIATIONS       ON        THE        GROUND        THAT          CONGRESS        HAD
DARED        TO       THREATEN        CIVIL       DISOBEDIENCE        ON        FAILURE
TO        SECURE        RELIEF.        THE        VICEROY^          REPLY          FURTHER
ACCUSES         ME        OF         WANTING         TO           IMPOSE              CONDITIONS
UNDER       THE       MENACE        OF        UNLAWFUL        ACTION.        IN        THE
SURROUNDING        ATMOSPHERE         I        DETECT        NO          TRACE          OF
DESIRE       FOR      AN      HONOURABLE       AND      EQUAL      CO-OPERATION. VICEROY         HAS       FORGOTTEN       THAT       IN       THE     DELHI        TRUCE
THE       RIGHT       OF       CITIZEN       TO       dVH,     DISOBEDIENCE       WAS